
To: Karen Schwinn/R9/USEPA/US@EPA;Tom Hagler/R9/USEPA/US@EPA[]; om 
Hagler/R9/USEP A/US@EPA[] 
From: "Nawi, David" 
Sent: Tue 7/27/2010 3:34:28 PM 
Subject: FW: BDCP P & N Letter 

fyi 

From: Greg Z [mailto:gzlotnick@h2oesq.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 26, 2010 4:29PM 
To: 'Gregory Thomas'; 'Jason Peltier'; 'Walthall, Brent'; 'Kim Delfino'; Ann Hayden; 
ara.azhderian@sldmwa.org; cingram@tnc.org; cwilcox@dfg.ca.gov; ckao@valleywater.org; 
dan_castleberry@fws.gov; fbarajas@usbr.gov; bobker@bay.org; jfiedler@valleywater.org; 
jjohns@water.ca.gov; jcain@americanrivers.org; rosenfield@bay.org; laurak@swc.org; 
lsimonek@mwdh2o.com; MEbbin@emsllp.com; michael.tucker@noaa.gov; paul.d.cylinder@saic.com; 
rpatterson@mwdh2o.com; 'Richard Roos-Collins' 
Cc: 'Karen Scarborough'; 'Greg Z' 
Subject: RE: BDCP P & N Letter 

Greg, I was with you until the last paragraph. The fact is the current P&N statement is completely 
consistent with all the parameters you outline in paragraphs 2 and 3. The words {{up to" and the 
acknowledgement that operations will continue to be constrained by hydrology and regulatory 
requirements are determinative. I don't think there's any expectation that in every year {{full" contract 
entitlements will be delivered. Indeed, I thought {{contract entitlements" are defined as limited by 
hydrology and regulation in the current contracts now. However, I think the PREs do want to be able to 
ensure delivery of up to full contract entitlements when the hydrology and conditions allow so that we 
can optimize, as you state, the {{more extractions during wetter seasons and years and less extractions 
during drier seasons and years" to replenish reserves when most practical and environmentally benign to 
do so. 

z 

Greg Zlotnick 

gzlotnick@h2oesq.com 

Zlotnick H20 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 
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This e-mail message, including any attachments, contains proprietary and confidential business information, is 
intended for the sole use of the intended recipient, and is protected by law. If you are not the intended recipient, 
you are hereby notified that any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, dissemination, distribution or copying of 
this communication, or any of its contents, without the express permission of the original sender, is strictly 
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient or have received this e-mail message in error, you must delete 
and destroy all copies of this message. Please inform the sender of this mistaken delivery by replying to this 
message. Thank you. 

From: Gregory Thomas [mailto:gat@n-h-i.org] 
Sent: Monday, July 26, 2010 11:41 AM 
To: 'Jason Peltier'; 'Walthall, Brent'; 'Kim Delfino'; ahayden@environmentaldefense.org; 
ara.azhderian@sldmwa.org; cingram@tnc.org; cwilcox@dfg.ca.gov; ckao@valleywater.org; 
dan_castleberry@fws.gov; fbarajas@usbr.gov; bobker@bay.org; jfiedler@valleywater.org; jjohns@water.ca.gov; 
jcain@americanrivers.org; rosenfield@bay.org; laurak@swc.org; lsimonek@mwdh2o.com; MEbbin@emsllp.com; 
michael.tucker@noaa.gov; paul.d.cylinder@saic.com; rpatterson@mwdh2o.com; gzlotnick@h2oesq.com; Richard 
Roos-Collins 
Cc: 'Karen Scarborough' 
Subject: RE: BDCP P & N Letter 

Just back from vacation, and eager to rejoin the fray. 

The apparent impasse over BDCP water supply assurances/purpose and needs statement should not be so hard to 
resolve. It is an artifact of both sides continuing to view the metric in purely quantitative terms. E.g., the 
ecosystem needs more throughput vs. the water supply agencies need to move in the direction of full contract 
deliveries. 

This is too simplistic. It ignores the time value of water and it ignores the potential for lowering conflicts between 
extractions and ecosystem needs with improved plumbing, improved operations, and improved biological 
productivity. What we need to focus on is three parameters, which translate into, but are not defined in terms of 
raw quantities of throughput vs. extractions. These parameters are limits on the rates, timing and locations of 
extractions deemed necessary to recover the listed species. 

Operationally, that will mean more extractions during wetter seasons and years and less extractions during drier 
seasons and years. That is why we need a large capacity isolated conveyance facility, a much improved 
governance structure for delta operations, and enhanced ability to store water after it has been extracted. In 
terms of water supply improvements, it means greater reliability during times of scarcity, which will not equate to 
full contract deliveries. 

The enviro letter is right in calling for scrapping the current Purpose and Needs statement and replacing it with a 
statement that is expressed in terms of lowering conflict, increasing biological productivity, and improving dry year 
supply reliability. That should not be so hard to get to. 
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Gregory A. Thomas 
President 
Natural Heritage Institute 
100 Pine Street, Suite 1550 
San Francisco CA 94111 
Office: (415) 693-3000 Ext. 101 
Ce II: ~·-~~~·~·~·~~;~~~~~·~;;~~~~-! 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

FAX: (415) 693-3178 
gat@n-h-i.org 

From: Jason Peltier [mailto:jpeltier@westlandswater.org] 
Sent: Friday, July 23, 2010 10:27 AM 
To: 'Walthall, Brent'; 'Kim Delfino'; ahayden@environmentaldefense.org; ara.azhderian@sldmwa.org; 
cingram@tnc.org; cwilcox@dfg.ca.gov; ckao@valleywater.org; dan_castleberry@fws.gov; fbarajas@usbr.gov; 
bobker@bay.org; Gregory Thomas; jfiedler@valleywater.org; jjohns@water.ca.gov; jcain@americanrivers.org; 
rosenfield@bay.org; laurak@swc.org; lsimonek@mwdh2o.com; MEbbin@emsllp.com; michael.tucker@noaa.gov; 
paul.d.cylinder@saic.com; rpatterson@mwdh2o.com; gzlotnick@h2oesq.com; Richard Roos-Collins 
Cc: 'Karen Scarborough' 
Subject: RE: BDCP P & N Letter 

Talking and {{working together" seems to be a waste of time. 

From: Walthall, Brent [mailto:bwalthall@kcwa.com] 
Sent: Friday, July 23, 2010 8:52AM 
To: 'Kim Delfino'; ahayden@environmentaldefense.org; ara.azhderian@sldmwa.org; cingram@tnc.org; 
cwilcox@dfg.ca.gov; ckao@valleywater.org; dan_castleberry@fws.gov; fbarajas@usbr.gov; bobker@bay.org; 
gat@n-h-i.org; jfiedler@valleywater.org; jpeltier@westlandswater.org; jjohns@water.ca.gov; 
jcain@americanrivers.org; rosenfield@bay.org; laurak@swc.org; lsimonek@mwdh2o.com; MEbbin@emsllp.com; 
michael.tucker@noaa.gov; paul.d.cylinder@saic.com; rpatterson@mwdh2o.com; gzlotnick@h2oesq.com; Richard 
Roos-Collins 
Cc: Karen Scarborough 
Subject: RE: BDCP P & N Letter 
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Hi Everyone; 

I would be willing to have an in person discussion about this if folks think that would be helpful. I notice the 
continued exchange of letters creates a somewhat sterile and stilted discussion that is unlikely to resolve the 
issues. 

Perhaps at a caucus meeting or at a meeting specifically set to discuss this issue? 

What do others think? Is there a possibility that discussion could help or are folks firmly planted in their 
positions? 

Thanks, 

Brent 

From: Kim Delfino [mailto:KDelfino@defenders.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 22, 2010 5:27 PM 
To: ahayden@environmentaldefense.org; ara.azhderian@sldmwa.org; Walthall, Brent; cingram@tnc.org; 
cwilcox@dfg.ca.gov; ckao@valleywater.org; dan_castleberry@fws.gov; fbarajas@usbr.gov; bobker@bay.org; 
gat@n-h-i.org; jfiedler@valleywater.org; jpeltier@westlandswater.org; jjohns@water.ca.gov; 
jcain@americanrivers.org; rosenfield@bay.org; Kim Delfino; laurak@swc.org; lsimonek@mwdh2o.com; 
MEbbin@emsllp.com; michael.tucker@noaa.gov; paul.d.cylinder@saic.com; rpatterson@mwdh2o.com; 
gzlotnick@h2oesq.com; Richard Roos-Collins 
Cc: Karen Scarborough 
Subject: FW: BDCP P & N Letter 

FYI-- I'm forwarding this to the larger BDCP Caucus list ... 

From: Ann Hayden [mailto:ahayden@edf.org] 
Sent: Thursday, July 22, 2010 5:22 PM 
To: 'karen.scarborough@resources.ca.gov' 
Cc: Kim Delfino; 'bobker@bay.org'; 'bobker@bay.org'; Ann Hayden 
Subject: w: BDCP P & N Letter 
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Karen, 

Please see the attached letter submitted by The Bay Institute, Defenders of Wildlife and Environmental Defense 
Fund regarding the Purpose and Needs statement. As we discussed earlier today, this issue is of great importance 
to our organizations (and to other interests, some of which have already put their concerns in writing) and we 
believe revising and clarifying the statement at this stage in the process will help lead to a more credible and 
successful plan. 

We would be glad to meet with you as soon as is convenient to discuss this further. 

Thank you, 
Ann 

From: Ann Hayden 
Sent: Thursday, July 22, 2010 05:39 PM 
To: Ann Hayden 
Subject: BDCP P & N Letter 

«BDCP P & N letter_7-22-10.pdf» 

This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information. If you are not the intended 
recipient, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail, delete this e-mail and destroy any copies. Any 
dissemination or use of this information by a person other than the intended recipient is unauthorized and may be 
illegal. 
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